
 I oppose loosening the rules designed to promote and protect diversity
of media ownership. These rules were adopted to ensure that the public
          would receive a diverse range of viewpoints from the media, and not
          simply the opinions of a handful of media conglomerates.

December 9, 2002

I am writing regarding the FCC&#8217;s 2002 Biennial Review and its
&#8220;reconsideration&#8221; of rules which preserve media diversity. Rules
covering newspaper/broadcast cross ownership, national and local broadcast
ownership caps (TV and/or radio), and the dual network rule (preventing the
major TV networks from merging) are very important in maintaining a semblance of
diversity of views and opinions.

Since the Telecommunications Act of 1996, it seems to me that the resulting
mergers and deregulation have negatively affected the quality of broadcast and
print media. Stories have become more mainstream and innocuous; clearly the
motive is profit, not enlightened readers and viewers. But this country's
airwaves belong to the American people, and the FCC is supposed to manage them
in the public interest. Henry Adams claimed that the foundations of democracy
are an educated citizenry; I believe that further media deregulation by Michael
Powell and the FCC serves to directly undermine democracy itself by precluding
the degree of dissent and debate necessary for a healthy democracy.

I strongly urge you to oppose further media deregulation, and encourage the FCC
to take into account less &#8220;expert opinions&#8221; and more &#8220;voices
of the people&#8221;.


